



quest. 














are, iVEN-ES 


FRANK C. HANIGHEN, Editor : > itors: FRANK CHODOROV, WILLIS z BALLINGER 


Vol. XI, No, 47 at 1954 St ‘Washington, ‘D. C, 


Not Merely Gossip: The rather exaggerated ses endes-France in the Nation’s. Capital. this 
past week arose principally from a desire to help him stay in power in the French Assembly. Actually, 
our foreign policy directors did not encourage the French Premier’s visit and do not trust him. But, 
“worse might follow,” if he fell. Hence, the outpouring of favorable official comment on the Franco- 
American talks here and the inevitable, admiring editorials, which followed in the accommodating news- 
papers, are really designed to strengthen the parliamentary position of Mendes-France. Ratification by 
the French Assembly of the German agreement is held to be of primary importance. . 














@ The annual Washington meeting of the Roman Catholic hierarchy last week ended with a 
public statement exclusively of spiritual and theological content. However, it is believed that many of 
the prelates privately discussed the looming U.S. acceptance of Russia’s latest propaganda missile — 
“co-existence.” It is rumored that a number of them sharply disapproved of “co-existence” and that 
their sentiments were privately conveyed to the White House. 


@ The GOP conservatives inflicted a striking defeat on the “liberal” White House Palace Guard, 
during the past few days. Their leader, Senator Knowland, in blunt terms publicly said he had no 
intention of retiring as leader of the Republicans in the Senate. Then, he went to see the President 
and — just as bluntly — told General Eisenhower the same thing. That put an end to the press cabal 
(started by the usual “liberal” and pro-Democratic New Deal columnists and commentators) which has 
been going on here for several weeks and which was aimed at ousting Knowland. The reasons why 
the California Senator could speak so forthrightly were: (1) he has the complete confidence of all 
save a half-dozen GOP Senators; and (2) he enjoys a measure of cooperation with the Democratic 
Leader, Senator Lyndon Johnson. Knowland’s record in the past year has won him warm support in 
the upper House. 


The McCarthy Defense: It is privately conceded that the most brilliant and comprehensive defense 
of Senator McCarthy in the censure hearing was the speech of Senator Herman Welker (R., Idaho). 
(Congressional Record, November 17 and 18). Foes of the Wisconsin legislator are dismayed by the 
array of legal and factual knowledge which Welker brought to bear on the McCarthy case. 


Concerning the charge of the Watkins Committee that McCarthy’s criticism of General Zwicker 
was conduct “unbecoming a Senator,” Welker observed: (1) under the Constitution the Senate can 
punish a Senator only for disorderly behavior. Such behavior has been interpreted by eminent lawyers 
and the Congress itself to mean obstructing legislation either by refusing to obey established rules or 
interrupting the legislative process by acts of violence; .(2) a Senator’s criticism of a witness — and 
such was the real nature of what McCarthy said to Zwicker — could not possibly be construed as 
disorderly behavior. 


Actually, in the entire history of the Senate, that body has never even attempted to punish a Senator 
for words spoken either on the floor or in committees. Members from time to time have done things 
which certainly constituted conduct “unbecoming a Senator” but the Senate never ‘punished such acts. 
Welker cited a recent case where one Senator bodily threw two other Senators — one after the other — 
out of a broadcasting studio on Capitol Hill. The Idaho man also reminded the Senate that, although 
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it happened infrequently, members had appeared on the floor of the Senate intoxicated — in full view 


of the galleries — and had been led off the floor. Yet no one proposed trying them for conduct 
“unbecoming a Senator.” 


Finally, in criticizing Zwicker, McCarthy did not say — as the left wing press in some cases reported — 
“You [Zwicker] are unfit to wear the uniform ofa General.” McCarthy said: “Any man who has been 
given the honor of being promoted to a General and who says ‘I will protect another General who pro- 
tected: Communists’ is unfit to wear that uniform, General.” McCarthy’s words addressed to Zwicker 
were certainly no more severe than some used by other members either on the floor or in committees. 
In these latter cases, the Senate took no action because it sought to preserve the vital principle of allowing 
a Senator complete freedom of speech where public issues were involved. 


Welker cited the case of the elder Senator LaFollette who, on the floor, referred to another 
Senator “as by nature a subservient, cringing creature . . . God Almighty has given him a hump on his 
back [that Senator had one] . . . crouching, cringing, un-American and unmanly.” Senator Welker 
recalled some of the gems of verbal: castigation employed by the late Senator Tobey. Referring to one 
witness before a committee, Tobey shouted, “Throw that damn scum out of here.” Questioning the head 
of the State Police of New York (a position as important as that of General Zwicker), Tobey said: “If 
I were Governor of this State I would give you just five minutes to get out or I would kick you out.” 


Welker cited other examples where Senators had flayed witnesses, although the Senate never dreamed 
of censuring the Senators. 


Regarding the second charge of the Watkins Committee — that Senator McCarthy refused to accept 
an invitation to appear before a Senate Committee (the Gillette Committee) — Welker observed: 
(1) Never before in the history of the Senate has refusal to accept an ‘invitation to appear before a 
committee been made the basis of a censure resolution; (2) there have been cases, for instance, that 
of the elder Senator LaFollette who had refused point blank to accept such an invitation and had even 
said that he would not obey a subpoena, but the Senate never attempted to punish LaFollette for his refusal. 


Welker‘ concludes that censure is asked for McCarthy not because there is any legal ground for 
censuring him, but because he must be punished as a result of his indomitable opposition to Communism 
and Communists, and to high government officials who shield both. 


Another Homing Pigeon? Not long ago President Eisenhower expressed the opinion that Moscow 
still has not shown any real evidence of seriousness about ending the “cold war.” Now.-Marshal Tito 
of Yugoslavia has challenged the President’s conclusion; he rose to the defense of Russia claiming that 
Moscow is sincere about peaceful co-existence and that we should cooperate. Observers who have long 
been skeptical about Tito say that it looks like another “calculated risk” may be about to explode in 
our faces. 


When Tito announced his break with Stalin after World War II, seasoned observers never had any 
doubts that it was “staged” and that Tito’s job was to collect from the free world (that is the U.S.) 
as much economic booty as possible; that Stalin — if Tito’s break was genuine — could have 
easily crushed him. Under Truman and Acheson, however, we poured valuable aid into Yugoslavia, 
‘including many materials useful to a war machine. 


If Tito is now edging toward the “jump back,” it may be very serious business. The State Cham- 
bers of Commerce reported some figures last summer that may well be pondered. It was pointed out 
that, although our European Allies were spending on the average only from 17% to 33% of their gov- 
ernment budgets on defense, while 66% of our budget went for defense, Tito’s Yugoslavia was out-stripping 
everyone. The Chambers showed statistically that in the three years 1952, 1953 and 1954 an average 
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of 80% of the Yugoslavian budget was allocated to defense. Is Tito frantically arming (giving his people 
only the barest necessities) to oppose Russia, or is he getting ready to strike a formidable blow for. his 
Moscow friends? Tito’s latest apology for Russia has given our State Department a very queasy feeling, 
it is reported. If Tito is really a homing pigeon it will be — say observers — only another crushing 
example of how foolishly risks were calculated under Truman and Acheson. 


The UN Record: A number of developments about the United Nations in the past two months de- 
serve consideration. Taken together they show convincingly that the purpose of this foreign-controlled 
organization is to undermine American independence, and that the UN works unflaggingly around the 
clock to that end. 


(1)The International Court of Justice at the Hague (UN’s legal arm) ruled that the eleven American 
citizens, fired from the UN after their exposure by a New York Grand Jury and a U.S. Senate Com- 
mittee, must be given an indemnity of $187,000. Ten of the eleven, when questioned, refused to tell 
whether they were Communists and the eleventh admitted she was once a member of the Communist 
Party, thereupon bursting into a eulogy of Communism. The UN Assembly voted that the eleven should 
receive the $187,000 indemnity for losing their jobs. If it is paid, our Treasury will provide 35% of 
the total funds. Experts pointed out that, if we submit to this judgment, our government will be deprived 
of authority over its own citizens. We will recognize that UN has powers superior to that of our gov- 
ernment and the Constitution. 


(2) Left-winger Luther Evans, former Librarian of Congress and now Director of UNESCO, pro- 
voked sharp criticism from Henry Cabot Lodge, U.S. representative to the UN, for failing to dismiss 
eight U.S. citizens who received adverse loyalty reports. Our sources say they are still there. 


(3) Another move — recently disclosed — sounds a warning about UN. The Economic and Social 
Council of the UN has established a permanent Advisory Commission on Commodity Trade. The mis- 
sion of this body is to set up international cartels fixing prices and allocating markets for key agricultural 
and mineral products — a system quite contrary to American free enterprise. Investigator Patrick Oliver 
reports that the commodity planners are hard at work on a rubber cartelization program. British and 
other rubber producing areas in the Far East have long been disturbed by our discovery of synthetic 
rubber which can be produced more cheaply than the natural product. The game is to get the U.S. to limit 
its production of synthetic rubber, then fix its price high enough so that natural rubber can compete 
with it. in.our. domestic market. If we can be made more dependent on natural rubber produced 
thousands of miles from our doors we will be more dependent on world politics and hence eventually 
on a “world government.” 


(4) Most alarming of all, however, is a report from Dr. R. J. C. Dorsey. legal student of UN, 
that behind the scenes UN radicals are preparing a “Code Of Offense Against The Peace And Security 
Of Mankind.” The Code will include the salient principles of the Genocide Convention which would 
make it a crime for any American to criticize any foreign people or any foreign ruler. But, according to 
Dr. Dorsey, it goes far beyond the Genocide Convention for inherent viciousness. The Code declares 
offenses against the peace and security of mankind to be crimes under international law for which the 
responsible individuals shall be punishable: but it does not define a single offense. That will undoubtedly 
come later through UN action after we have ratified the Code. It establishes a tribunal to rule on the 
punishment of crimes (as yet undefined) and to determine the punishment itself. 


Revolution in Reverse: At the recent United Steelworkers convention, David McDonald made the 
very interesting observation that not only do management and ownership, recognize the need — and 








indeed desirability — of dealing with organized labor fairly, but labor recognizes its obligation to the 
owners of business. This is a far cry from class warfare. 


In another field something similar seems to have been taking place. We refer to Mexico’s apparent 
change of heart relative to foreign investors. This is suggested by an inconspicuous news item telling 
of the 21.2 per cent rate increase the Mexican authorities have granted the foreign-owned Mexican Light 
and Power Co. That Canadian-domiciled and American-managed utility, the largest company in Mexico, 
for decades has been squeezed between rising costs and inadequate authorized rates to consumers. The 
rising costs have been due to worldwide and especially Mexican currency inflation and to the demands 
of Mexican labor organizations backed by sympathetic public and official opinion. For there is no 


readier whipping boy in any country than the local utility; and in Latin America none, above all, 
than a utility owned abroad. 


“Mexlight” received a small interim rate increase in 1953. The increase of 1954, effective October 
1, is designed to take care of the hardships caused the company by the currency devaluation of last 


April; and this rise, too, is regarded as “interim.” After further study the Mexican Government 
promises Mexlight and other public utilities additional increases. Significantly, Mexican officials say 


they realize that only by making foreign investment in Mexico profitable can private foreign capital be 
induced to enter the country, whose prospective growth of population will require doubling the present 
power resources. While it may seem hard to believe, the Ruiz Cortines administration gives evidence 
of sincerity in this recognition and, if Mexico’s consuming public can be similarly persuaded, the climate 
there for foreign investment will have undergone a quiet revolution for the first time since the oil 
nationalizations of 1938. 


Education Front: Revolt against “liberalism” in the Ivy League Circuit increases. On November 3, 
we reported on activities of the Harvard Conservative League. Meanwhile, the Conservative Society of 
the Yale Law School sends us some admirable brochures including one by Russell Kirk — see last 
week’s book review of Kirk’s latest work, A Program for Conservatives (Regnery). This week we 
should note academic rebellion in Princeton. It seems that the Daily Princetonian on November 10, 
had suggested that “unfortunately” conservatism dictated the personal views of the average student at 
that institution. 


Two undergraduates — Spencer MacCallum 55 and Roger Barron °55 — protested in the “Letters 
to the editor” column on November 15, denying the Princetonian’s assertion. “Any definition of con- 
servatism,” they say, “is mistaken which includes those who are ‘middle-of-the-road’ or only ‘slightly’ 
left, for the so-called ‘middie-of-the-road’ of today is in fact just more moderate ‘liberalism.’ What 
are the marks of a true Conservative? We think they are avowal of the principles of personal liberty, 
limited government, and American sovereignty. The average Princeton undergraduate is ‘liberal’ because 
he concurs with those who advocate the increasing extension of government regulation over private lives 
and property, and, specifically in regard to the proposed Bricker Amendment, the supremacy of inter- 
national treaty over the American Constitution as a step toward world government.” 


And Messrs. McCallum and Barron conclude: “We agree with you that opposition to the pre- 
vailing point of view may make for a ‘healthier state’ on campus. But this opposition must come from 
the true Conservatives. ‘Liberals’ can no longer pawn off ‘liberalism’ as the rebel point of view; it 
stands for the status quo, only more of it. Any opposition to the prevailing opinions will have to come 
from the Conservatives; only encouragement can come from the ‘liberal’ camp.” 
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NK CHODOROV 


D” YOU KNOW that Ana Masciola, aged 79, was deported from Turkey for ‘‘operat- 
ing a rendez-vous house”? That’s what it says in “Traffic in Women and Children,” 
published by United Nations (Sales no. 1948, IV. 2). Ana, it says, was an Italian, and 
the Turkish Government does not permit foreigners to engage in licensed prostitution; 
the Turks claim exclusive rights in that area. 


And did you know that in the year 1948 there were in Cairo, Egypt, a total of 166 
brothels, harboring 436 Egyptian inmates, including 36 foreigners? Or that in Italy, under 
Article 205 of the Public Safety Act, the police authorities of that country arrange for 
medical inspection of all women engaged in prostitution ‘‘whether in supervised premises 
or clandestinely?”’ 


There is ever so much important, world-shattering, data on this subject in the 
pamphlet mentioned, also in the “Addendum to Summary of Annual Reports for 1947-48” 
(prepared by the Secretariat). If you are interested, write the Economic and Social Coun- 
cil of the United Nations for copies of these publications. You might receive a letter 
saying they are “not available” or “out of print” — as they wrote a friend of mine; but 
he got copies at the bookstore of the East River edifice, and then he made duplicates for 
the edification of his friends. 


You see, among the many important and less publicized preoccupations of the UN 
is that of gathering vital statistics on world prostitution, which are supplied by the gov- 
ernments of about one hundred nations and political subdivisions. The UN sends ques- 
tionnaires to these cooperating bodies, asking for all sorts of information; like, the na- 
tionalities and religions of their known prostitutes, what new legislation has been passed 
to suppress the “oldest profession in the world,” how many persons were convicted in the 
past year for “‘procuration,” what measures are taken to prevent illicit entry, how venereal 
diseases are treated, and so on. As a result of this world-wide survey, you learn, if you 
did not know it before, that in the Netherlands “‘during the war years, prostitution was 
widely used as a means of obtaining coupons, food, etc.” And that South Carolina ap- 
propriated $200,000 for the construction of a State venereal hospital “‘on condition that 
the federal government bear at least sixty per cent of the cost thereof.” 
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N™ YEAR — 1955 — will mark the tenth anniversary of the United Nations. There 
is a movement afoot in America (I have not heard that the peoples of any other 
countries are particularly interested), to make an ado about this birthday, and to take 
advantage of the occasion to invest this Golden Calf with solid authority. In view of 


the aforementioned “studies,” it is proper to ask a few pertinent questions of these wor- 
shippers of the UN. 


Will they propose that the UN be given powers to investigate, regulate or sup- 
press prostitution throughout the world? Would they suggest that American soldiers 
be sent to Iran for this purpose? Or, forsooth, do they think Soviet NKVD agents 
should be called upon to clean out the brothels of Hollywood, if there are any? 


When a political body undertakes an inquiry of any kind, the inference is that they 
might find something that is in dire need of remedial legislation. A political body is 
not interested in merely finding out, as is a scientific body; its investigatorial endeavors 
are supposed to be supplemented with legal therapeutics. Therefore, it is reasonable to 
assume that in the minds of the UN bureaucrats who instigated and conducted these 
“studies” there lurked the hope that some day they would be invested with the power 
to do something about this nefarious “traffic in women and children.” At the least, they 
certainly expect to present to the world a standard code, for all the countries of the world, 
for the handling of this business and of making this code the subject of international 
treaties. 


But, how will this code make for peace? We must keep in mind that the UN was 
sold to the American people as the “‘last hope” for preventing another world war. Put- 
ting aside the obvious fact that, during the decade the UN has been in business, there never 
was a surcease from war on this planet, we have a right to examine everything the UN 
does in terms of this promise. For, if its investigation of prostitution is in no way re- 
lated to its promise of peace, why should the UN be engaged in it? On the other hand, 
it is not difficult to see that the investigation, if it is implemented with international 
treaties, might lead to much trouble. For instance, if an international police force were 
to try to interfere with the ancient institution of ‘camp followers,” how would the 
purified army react? 


Time was when this “shame” of the community was a matter the community pre- 
ferred to handle in its own way, either by inflicting the Scarlet Letter, or by isolating 
the disease in a legal or illegal “red light” district; in some cities ‘suppression’? took 
the form of dispersal. Sometimes, in this country, zealous and overly virtuous state poli- 
ticians took a hand in the local affair; but even the New Deal, with its penchant for in- 
tervention, never sought to treat the problem of prostitution on the level of national policy. 
The UN, however, is not so myopic. It sees in prostitution a subject worthy of interna- 





ver 











tional consideration and, in preparation for the day when its omnipotence will match its 
omniscience, apparently plans to do for the world what no community has as yet been 
able to do for itself. That is how peace is to be achieved. 


a IS ONLY one of the concerns of the ECOSOC. Judging by the titles of 
a stack of its publications, there would seem to be no subject which its catholic 
mind is not interested in. The stack which I rummaged through came off its presses 
and mimeographing machines during the first two weeks of October; it stood a foot high. 

One paper stresses the fact that the per capita supply of penicillin in Pakistan is 
much, much less than it is in the United States; the inference is most compelling. Spain 
is suffering, says another pamphlet (with supporting tables) from a high rate of infant 
mortality. WHO (World Health Organization) devotes a pamphlet to a plea for more 
money to carry on its humanitarian work. The Cartograph Conference for Asia makes 
a request, quite modestly, for $6,000. 

Another paper bespeaks the need of a universal code for the treatment of prisoners. 
FAO (Food and Agricultural Organization) has some excellent recommendations for the 
cleaning up of pests in agricultural areas. A brochure sets forth the fact that there is no 


unemployment in Yugoslavia, while in another the USSR makes recommendations for 
the reduction of unemployment throughout the world; neither mentions the effective slave 


labor camp method of keeping people busy. 

There is a report from the Economic Commission for Latin America, and another 
from the Economic Commission for Asia. Whether macadam or cement roads are best 
for Asia is dealt with in a separate booklet. There are several booklets dealing with 
“Technical Assistance Projects.” And, returning to prostitution, the Yearbook of the 
UN considers at length “measures to prevent such traffic.” 


There were many more titles in the two weeks’ output through which I thumbed. 
My friend has a collection of all the publications issued by the UN since its inception, 
and I would judge that they fill about a quarter mile of shelving. As you look at this 
library, you think of the man-hours spent in the preparation of this useless, if not mis- 
chievous, bilge, and of the waste of minds that might have been engaged in more pro- 
ductive and interesting work. Then you think of the cost involved and, as an American 
taxpayer, you wince. 


But, more important, you cannot help asking yourself this pertinent question: in 
what way does all this investigatory and literary effort implement the promise of peace, 
which is the only justification of the UN? On the contrary, these “studies” indicate an 
urge to intervene in the mores of all the peoples of the world, to set up standards of 
behavior and morals without any regard for ingrained habits and traditions, and to 


employ coercion, if necessary, for the universal adoption of these standards. Is that 
the way to peace? 


N THE HISTORY OF THE WORLD there never was a coalition of nations that succeeded 

in maintaining a condition of peace — except where one nation dominated all the 
others in the combine. The case of Athens in the Ionian League is an instance. When 
Athens and Sparta, as equals, tried partnership, trouble broke out. Pax Romana was 
perhaps the longest lived condition of peace in the history of the world, but it was main- 
tained by the might of the Roman legions, and only within the territory they dominated; 
on the perimeter of the empire, war was the constant condition. It is to be noted that 
Rome never interfered with the customs of the nations under its protective custody; so 
long as the folks contributed their allotted share of taxes they were free to live as they 
liked. There is no record of Roman bureaucrats concerning themselves with the insti- 
tution of prostitution in any part of the empire. 

The parliamentary structure of the UN is such that nothing but wrangling and 
disharmony can come out of it. There seems to be reason to believe that among its 
designers were some who planned this very condition; surely, those who were convinced 
that Communism must rule the world did not contemplate peace or even diplomatic 
harmony. As things have developed, the UN is now nothing but a sounding board 
for USSR propaganda, while the United States uses it clumsily to try to line up the 
lesser nations on its side by offering them moralisms and cash. These nations, fully 
aware of what is going on, are making their price for alignment high. 

That is all there is to the UN, an arena in which the two major powers are ma- 
neuvering for position for the ultimate showdown. Only when we recognize that fact 
can we make sense of the multitude of apparently senseless activities conducted under its 
aegis. The dozens of alphabetical agencies, the hundreds of “‘studies’”’ in which they are 
engaged, and the thousands of publications they issue, all fit into the pattern of struggle 
within the Council. On the whole, the pamphleteering supplements the Communistic 
strategy of finding trouble and encouraging dissidence all over the world; the pamphlets 
On prostitution, for instance, aim to encourage the hope that this age-old problem of 
mankind can at long last be solved by an international body, which means Communism. 
The frequent references in these pamphlets to casual economic conditions follow the 
Communistic ‘line’; no mention is made of $100-a-night “call” girls. 

On the other hand, some of the publications issued by the UN show the cunning 
of the smaller nations, in that they hint broadly at gratuities for these nations. The 
gratuities, of course, are to come from the American taxpayer. Thus, the pamphlet 
dealing with the question of roads in Asia — whether they should be made of macadam 
or cement — is purely an appeal for funds. Likewise, the “Technical Assistance Projects” 


and the report on the Economic Commission for Latin America. And soon. Even there 


the hand of Moscow is evident; for nothing can better serve the Soviet purpose than the 
Sapping of our economy. 
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